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Dear Dr. Franklin: 

I have a bad conscience i n  not having answered your l e t t e r  
of January 7; t h i s  was i n  par t  due t o  my d i f f icu l ty  i n  digesting 
a l l  the conflicting data. 
de f i c i t  i n  -SH groups (as indicated by several methods, one of 
which i s  Hg analysis) t o  autoxidative loss  of the th io l ,  ra ther  
than a s  evidence f o r  a subunit s ize  appreciably different  from 
18,000. I st i l l  prefer t h i s  interpretation, real ly ,  because 
chemically a l l  others are d i f f i c u l t  t o  visualize and require 
bonds which have not yet been shorn- to ex i s t  i n  proteins. 

I had previously at t r ibuted t h e  

Pfaybe i n  a year or two the various analyses and 
interpretat ions w i l l  again be i n  phase. 
me the two M.S. 
for  you. Its behaviour is ratner complex, with a tendency t o  
aggregate t o  an insoluble s t a t e  a t  the s l igh tes t  provocation. 
I do not yet know i n  what s t a t e  it might be best  t o  send it 
t o  you. 

Nany thanks fo r  sending 
I am preparing some more Hg-protein aggregate 

Sincerely yours, 

H. Fraenkel-Conrat 


